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bird Garutmat; that tuhich is, and is one, the poets
call in various ways ; they speak of Yama, Agni,
Matarisvan.'

Here then we see three things: first, that the poets
never doubted that there was something real (sat), of
which Agni, Indra3 and Varur/a, and all the rest, were
but names.

Secondly, that that something real, was with them
one, and one only.

Thirdly, that it must not be called one, as a mas-
culine, such as Pra$4pati was, and other gods, but as
a neuter.

ISTeuter names higher than masculine or feminine.

Now this, no doubt, jars on our ears. We cannot
bear the neuter as a name of the divine. With us
the neuter generally conveys the idea of something
purely material, dead, or impersonal But it was not
so in ancient language, that is, in ancient thought;
it is not so even now in some of our modern lan-
guages. On the contrary, in choosing the neuter,
the ancient sages tried to express something that
should be neither male nor female, that should be
in fact as far removed from weak human nature as
weak human language could well express it; some-
thing that should be higher than masculine or femi-
nine, not lower. They wanted a sex-less, by no means
a life-less, or what some, without perceiving the con-
tradiction in terms, would call an impersonal God.

There are other passages where, though the poets
speak of one God, with many names, they still speak
of him in the masculine. Thus we read in a hymn